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claim 1 n i executable install * be e> v. id u xreadc; en| n< 

included r a ,\<L '>oiom " \t<>\\ e\er the addition ot t c vu»rd "executable ' l- ^ , !>>k\ 
been considered by ihe examiner sinee K (.in previously reeded i „i executed on a 

mul tl C ! < l !U_C ,>i>US i v. _ l ' Oi j 

urthe-i eared consideratioi s required 

'The examiner rejected claims 1-2, 4-5, 11-12, 14-15, 2! -22, 24-25, 27-28, 30-3 1, and 33- 

N S Hot obviousnes over 5 erei a n\ e\\ oi Woh cl 

In rejecting claims ! and 1 \, the examiner stated: 

As per claims 1 and 1 1. Pereire. discloses allocating a memory entry in a 
memory device to instructions, with a portion of tin- memory entry including a 

unique id< niifi gtied to the instructions (col. 7, lines 7-21; col i% lines 36-3?*; 

Fig, 6, clement VH)}. Is should be noted that computer program product in claims f!~ 
20 executes the exact mme functions m the methods in clams Therefore, any 
references that UHtch claims I -10 also teach ihe correspomHng claims 11-20- ft skmiid 
he acted that the instructions within the packets of the "IPv4 pools, fP\>6 pools, and 
MPLS pools " are analogous to she "instructions. " ft should oho he noted that the 
"hush CAM ''blocks" are analogous to -'memory entries allocated to instructions, " 
Lastly, It should be noted that the "entry tvpe value h analogous to the "an hue 
Mmtifutn" 

Pereira does not expressly disclose a multithreaded engine included in a 
packet processor, 

Woirich discloses a multithreaded e«»ine included iti a packet processor 
(paragraph 0014, lines 2-7; paragraph 012, lines 1-4: Fig. 2, elements 18 and 21). It 
should he noted that the "network processor" is analogous to the "packet processor, " 

Further, ihe examiner stated; 

An IPv4 pool consists of IPv4 packets, as I SM> pool consists of IPv6 
packets, and an MPLS pool consists of MPLS packets. The "protocol" field of an 
IPv4 packet header contains instructions, she "ne\i header" field of an IPv6 packet 
header contains instructions, and the "label" field of an MPLS packet header 
contains instructions. Accordingly . Pereira sufficiently discloses allocating a 
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executa c une 4 applicant's v pec fi cation > 7, line 4 v m 

To the contrary, the IPv4 packets, IPv6 packets, and MPLS packets disclosed in Pereira 
do not contain "executable instructions" (or the previously recited "instructions executed on a 
t 1 > t ^ l ) ncmiwy a\i n i n.i v: \}*ki s' v 

djsci.».se»i m Peieu-a. the c\anuth» notes that the header sections of IPv4 packets, IPv6 packets, 
and MPLS packets contain "protocol" fields, -'next header' fields, and "label" fields, 
espcr y. These Ih \ e es merely serve to Ktieate the f > ! la contained 
in the payloads of such packets, indeed, indication of protocol cannot, and should not be 
erprete > i s v. < tstructj vp v vi bmits 0 

Pemra nee • m v ^ ^ n«'t ^npeevs l- i;eniah c m-fmehnns as recited in claim 1 

The examiner cites Woirich solely for its disclosure of "a multithreaded engine included 

;vsiedh\ 

she evnr.mer. UT. combination -hi! Joes net disclose >t biggest all of the features oi chum ! . For 
at kas lt s , o s a! o^TTe o\v„ Pet en u . ,u \\ cinch 

Claims 11.21, 24, and 27 contain similar limitations us chum 1 and arc patentable tor at 
Ta e ; v ^ rc - * 

A* per claim 30, Pereira discloses a method comprising: 

allocating a conten^atfdrmablc-mettmry (CAM) entry to a microhlock, 
with a portion of the CAM entry including a tmtyue identifier assigned to the 
Efiicrohiock (col. 7, lines 7-21: col. 18, lines 36-4«; Fig. a, ekmeni 198). itshoaidhe 
noted ihtti each -'pool" is analogous u> « "mkrohhek " 

Pereira does not expressly disclose a multithreaded oneroeBgine i«d«d«d in 
a network processor. 

^ drtei disci ses nmlf « . fed in i network 

processor {paragraph 0014, fines 2-7; paragraph 0012, lines 1-4; Pits 2. elements IS 

and 23). 
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Fheex liner cites eh sok lb its disclosure oi nulti thread 1 sded 

u a ncKv ! v t k v.1 U \ c 

the examiner, the combination still does no! disclose or suggest ail of the features of claim 30, 

1 v. i f I T d 

v 1 s- , » i Vto i' '.!m v ti u c s _ v u » v i u 'm.1 

they depend. 

it view of fee foregoing amendments and remarks, the entire application is believed to be 
m condition tor allowance, and such action is respectfully requested. 
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